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MISSION  STATEMENT 


The  Bureau  of  Land  Management  is  responsible  for  stewardship  of  our  public  lands.  The 
BLM  is  committed  to  manage,  protect  and  improve  these  lands  in  a manner  to  serve  the  needs 
of  the  American  people.  Management  is  based  upon  the  principles  of  multiple  use  and 
sustained  yield  of  our  nation’s  resources  within  a framework  of  environmental  responsibility 
and  scientific  technology.  These  resources  include  recreation,  rangelands,  timber,  minerals, 
watershed,  fish  and  wildlife  habitat,  wilderness,  air  and  scenic  quality,  as  well  as  scientific  and 
cultural  values. 
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INTRODUCTION 


BACKGROUND: 

On  Apnl  2,  1997  the  Nevada  State  BLM  Director  approved  and  signed  the  Nevada  Wilderness 
Action  Plan.  This  Plan  provides  a framework  of  critical  action  items  which  must  be  accomplished 
before  the  passage  of  a Nevada  BLM  Wilderness  bill.  These  action  items,  when  completed,  will 
ensure  that  the  Nevada  BLM  is  ready  for  the  challenge  and  responsibility  of  protecting  and  managing 
future  BLM  additions  to  the  National  Wilderness  Preservation  System. 

One  of  the  action  items  in  the  Nevada  Wilderness  Action  Plan,  Action  Item  I.C.,  required  that 
Wilderness  Study  Area  (WSA)  notebooks  be  prepared  for  all  BLM  WSAs  in  Nevada.  The 
notebooks  provide  BLM  management  with  “desk  reference  guides”  to  WSAs  within  the  State,  and  may 
ultimately  be  used  by  members  of  Congress  and  the  general  public  as  enhanced  versions  of  the 

NEVADA  BLM  STATEWIDE  WILDERNESS  REPORT. 

Printed  notebooks  have  been  prepared  for  the  respective  jurisdictions  of  each  of  the  six  Nevada  BLM 
Field  Offices  and  for  the  Nevada  portions  of  the  California  BLM's  Eagle  Lake  and  Surprise  Field 
Offices.  Each  notebook  consists  of  two  parts  for  each  WSA.  The  first  part  contains  a one  to  three 
page  narrative,  which  is  simply  a condensation  of  the  WSA  narrative  contained  in  the  NEVADA  BLM 
STATEWIDE  WILDERNESS  REPORT.  The  elements  described  in  the  WSA  narratives  are  as 
follows: 

* The  name,  number,  and  acreage  of  the  WSA 

* A general  location  and  boundary  description 

* A characterization  of  the  wilderness  values 

* A discussion  of  the  wilderness  recommendation  and  rationale 

* A summary  of  energy  and  mineral  resource  values 

* A summation  of  issues  and  public  interest  in  the  WSA 

The  second  part  of  each  notebook  incorporates  a series  of  six  maps  for  each  WSA  which  display  the 
following  Geographic  Information  System  (GIS)  themes:  I)  contours,  2)  counties,  3)  geographic  names 
and  features,  4)  land  ownership,  5)  public  land  survey  system,  6)  roads,  7)  water  features,  8)  BLM 
WSA,  recommended  “suitable,”  and  “non-suitable”  boundaries,  9)  developments  and  disturbances,  10) 
rights-of-way,  II)  grazing  allotments,  12)  herd  management  areas,  13)  federally-listed  threatened  and 
endangered  species,  14)  mining  claim  density,  15)  mining  operation  locations,  16)  mineral  potential,  17) 
special-use  air  space,  and  18)  military  aircraft  training  routes. 
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The  inforniaiion  displayed  the  subsequent  maps  is  intended  to  give  the  reader  an  overview  of  the 
most  signifieant  physical,  cultural,  and  resource  management  data  available  within  and  immediately 
outside  WSA  boundaries.  Because  resource  data  is  constantly  changing  and  is  frequently  modified, 
accuracy  of  the  data  only  applies  to  this  publication. 

Further,  the  data  presented  is  limited  to  that  which  can  be  characterized  at  the  scale  utilized  for  this 
project,  as  it  is  impossible  to  portray  all  available  GIS  data  in  an  81/2"  by  11"  format.  For  example,  not 
all  mineral  potential  is  shown  for  each  WSA.  In  many  cases,  only  the  highest  mineral  potential  for  the 
most  valuable  mineral  is  indicated  for  a given  WSA,  as  it  would  be  spatially  and  graphically  untenable, 
and  visually  discordant  to  attempt  to  exhibit  all  mineral  potential  for  all  minerals  present  within  a WSA. 
Consequently,  many  medium  and  low  mineral  potentials  for  the  least  valuable  minerals  have  not  been 
depicted  on  the  WSA  maps.  Refer  to  the  “Definitions  and  Explanations”  section  which  follows  for 
more  specific  information  regarding  mineral  potential. 

Similarly,  only  observations  of  federally  listed  threatened  and  endangered  species  are  exhibited  on  the 
WSA  maps.  Proposed  and  candidate  special  status  species  are  not  shown,  nor  are  State  of  Nevada 
listed  species. 

The  physical  and  resource  management  data  arrayed  on  these  maps  has  been  collected  from  U.S. 
Geological  Survey  1:100,000  Digital  Line  Graph  files  and  were  digitized  from  71/2  minute  (1:24,000) 
U.S.  Geological  Survey  quadrangle  maps.  In  some  cases,  if  no  WSA  boundary  exists  on  a 71/2  minute 
map,  linear  data  may  be  incomplete  for  that  file  or  map.  Some  linear  data,  such  as  utility  rights-of-way, 
or  livestock  water  systems  or  utility  lines,  may  abruptly  end  on  the  map  without  extending  all  the  way  to 
the  map  frame  line. 

The  physical  and  resource  management  data  depicted  on  these  WSA  maps  portrays  the  most  accurate 
data  available  at  the  time  of  map  preparation.  Base  data  has  been  extracted  from  various  scale  base 
maps  and  some  of  the  data  has  not  been  field-checked  or  ground-proofed.  As  more  accurate 
inventory  and  resource  management  information  becomes  available,  WSA  maps  will  be  amended  or 
revised. 

For  a comprehensive  depiction  of  mineral  potential,  special  status  species,  or  for  complete  information 
regarding  any  other  GIS  theme,  please  address  mail  to  the  GIS  Coordinator,  BLM  Nevada  State 
Office,  P.O.  Box  12000,  Reno,  Nevada  89520-0006.  You  may  visit  the  GIS  Coordinator  at  1340 
Financial  Boulevard,  or  you  may  call  the  Coordinator  at  775-861-6400. 

For  information  regarding  a specific  resource  inventory  or  database  that  is  not  GIS  related,  please 
contact  appropriate  Field  Office  or  Field  Station  resource  specialists.  Field  Offices  and  Field  Stations 
in  Nevada  are  located  in  Elko,  Winnemucca,  Carson  City,  Ely,  Las  Vegas,  Battle  Mountain,  Tonopah, 
and  Caliente.  Portions  of  the  northwest  section  of  the  State  are  managed  by  the  Eagle  Lake  Field 
Office  in  Susanville,  California  and  the  Surprise  Field  Office  in  Cedarville,  California. 
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DEFINITIONS  AND  EXPLANATIONS 


ALLOTMENT  --  An  area  of  land  designated  and  managed  for  the  grazing  of  livestock. 

CHERRY-STEMMED  ROAD  - A road  that  is  completely  enclosed  on  both  sides  by  a 
Wilderness  Study  Area  boundary.  The  Wilderness  Study  Area  boundary  is  the  edge  of  the 
right-of-way  if  a right-of-way  has  been  granted,  or  the  edge  of  disturbance  if  no  right-of-way 
has  been  issued.  Cherry-stemmed  roads  appear  as  red  and  black  dashed  lines  within  WSA 
boundaries  on  the  “WSA  Boundaries  and  Land  Ownership”  maps.  Cherry-stemmed  ways, 
trails,  and  washes  appear  as  black  dashed  lines  within  WSA  boundaries  on  the  “WSA 
Boundaries  and  Land  Ownership”  maps.  In  some  instances,  these  black  dashed  lines  may 
appear  to  be  a solid  line  at  the  page  size  scale. 

DEVELOPMENT  - For  purposes  of  this  document,  any  structure,  facility,  or 

enhancement  constructed  and  located  on  public  lands.  These  include  but  are  not  limited  to, 
developed  springs,  fences,  wildlife  guzzlers,  stock  ponds,  gabions. 

DISTURBANCE  --  For  purposes  of  this  document,  a disruption  of  the  soil  or  vegetation  within 
a Wilderness  Study  Area  necessitating  recontouring  of  the  topography,  replacement  of  topsoil, 
and/or  restoration  of  native  plant  cover.  These  include  but  are  not  limited  to,  mines,  material 
sites,  ditches,  roads,  excavated  trash  dumps. 

HERD  MANAGEMENT  AREA  (HMA)  — A geographic  area  identified  as  having 
been  used  by  a herd  as  its  habitat  on  the  date  of  passage  of  the  Wild  Horse  and  Burro  Act  of 
1971  that  has  been  established  for  the  maintenance  of  wild  horse  and  burro  herds. 

INSTANT  STUDY  AREA  (ISA)  — Any  of  eleven  natural  areas  formally  identified  by  the 
Nevada  BLM  through  a final  action  published  in  the  Federal  Register  before  November  1, 
1975.  The  Federal  Land  Policy  and  Management  Act  of  1976  (FLPMA,  Public  Law  94-579, 
90  Stat.  2743,  43  USC  1701)  required  an  accelerated  wilderness  review  of  these  areas  which, 
for  all  intents  and  purposes,  are  Wilderness  Study  Areas. 

MILITARY  TRAINING  ROUTE  — A route  established  to  accommodate  low-altitude 
military  training  operations  of  aircraft  that  permits  speeds  in  excess  of  250  knots  indicated  air 
speed  below  10,000  feet  mean  sea  level  (MSL).  Some  segments  may  extend  above  10,000 
feet  MSL  due  to  terrain  or  other  requirements. 


MINERAL  POTKNTIAL  - A prediction  ol'  the  likelihood  of  the  occurrence  of  a solid, 
liquid,  or  gaseous  mineral  resource  within  a Wilderness  Study  Area  expressed  in  terms  of 
"high."  "medium,"  or  "low"  potential. 

The  mineral  potential  infoirnation  portrayed  on  the  WSA  maps  is  taken  from  U.S.  Geological 
Survey  (USGS)  Bulletins  prepared  in  conjunction  with  the  U.S.  Bureau  of  Mines  to  study  the 
mineral  potential  of  Wilderness  Study  Areas  in  Nevada.  The  USGS  and  Bureau  of  Mines 
conducted  mineral  surveys  on  areas  approximating  recommended  “suitable”  portions  of  WSAs 
to  determine  the  mineral  values,  if  any,  that  may  be  present.  The  recommended  “nonsuitable” 
portions  of  WSAs  within  WSAs  containing  recommended  “suitable”  portions  were  not 
surveyed,  nor  were  literature  searches  conducted  on  the  “nonsuitable”  portions  of  these  WSAs. 
The  mineral  potential  for  WSAs  that  were  wholly  recommended  “nonsuitable”  was  not  studied 
by  the  USGS  and  Bureau  of  Mines.  However,  wholly  recommended  “nonsuitable”  WSAs 
were  assessed  based  on  a literature  search  and,  where  applicable,  on  discussions  with  private 
industry. 

Some  inconsistencies  may  be  noted  between  the  discussion  of  mineral  potential  in  the  WSA 
narratives  and  the  mineral  potential  displayed  on  the  WSA  maps.  These  inconsistencies  are 
attributable  to  the  fact  that  the  BLM’s  Geology,  Energy,  and  Minerals  (GEM)  Reports,  which 
were  prepared  in  the  early  1980s,  were  the  primary  source  of  mineral  information  for  the  WSA 
narratives.  The  GEM  Reports  predated  the  Bureau  of  Mines  and  U.S.  Geological  Survey 
Bulletins,  which  were  prepared  as  late  as  1990,  and  were  the  only  sources  of  data  utilized  in  the 
preparation  of  WSA  maps.  Thus,  due  to  the  availability  of  new  mineral  information,  advances 
in  technology,  and  the  refinement  of  predictive  models  between  1980  and  1990,  some 
differences  may  be  noted  between  the  WSA  narratives  and  the  WSA  maps. 

The  Bureau  of  Mines  and  USGS  Bulletins  were  prepared  utilizing  the  best  information  available 
The  “best  information  available”  was  characterized  in  the  Survey  Bulletins  as  “Levels  of 
Certainty”  which  ranged  from  “Available  information  (A  - is  not  adequate  for  determination  oO 
(B  - only  suggests)  (C  - gives  a good  indication  oO  (D  - clearly  defines)  the  level  of  mineral 
resource  potential.”  “Levels  of  Certainty”  are  not  displayed  on  the  WSA  maps  for  the  minerals 
present  within  each  WSA  due  to  spatial  and  graphic  limitations. 

In  some  cases,  the  boundaries  of  the  mineral  potential  do  not  coincide  precisely  with  the 
boundaries  of  the  Wilderness  Study  Areas  because  Bureau  of  Mines  and  USGS  report 
boundaries  were  digitized  at  a different  scale  compared  with  the  WSA  boundaries,  and  WSA 
boundaries  had  not  been  finalized  at  the  time  the  mineral  reports  were  published.  Furthermore, 
in  some  areas  of  the  state  where  WSAs  are  clustered  and  two  or  more  WSAs  are  separated 
only  by  a road,  a reader  interested  in  a given  WSA  may  have  to  refer  to  the  “Mineral  Potential” 
maps  of  adjacent  WSAs  for  a more  comprehensive  display  of  the  mineral  potential  within  the 
WSA  of  interest.  That  is  to  say,  larger  mineral  groupings  identified  on  the  “Mineral  Potential” 
maps  of  adjoining  WSAs  may  extend  into  the  WSA  of  interest  but  may  not  be  exhibited  in  the 
legend  of  the  WSA  of  interest. 


MINING  CLAIM  - The  mining  claims  idcniified  on  the  “Mining  Claim  Density  and 

Operations”  WSA  map  are  the  total  number  of  “active”  mining  claims  and  sites  within  and 
adjacent  to  each  WSA  as  of  the  date  specified  on  the  WSA  map.  “Active”  mining  claims  and 
sites  are  defined  as  “claims  and  sites  for  which  all  required  fees  and  filings  have  been  timely 
submitted  in  accordance  with  applicable  laws  and  regulations.”  The  mining  claim  density 
symbol  depicted  on  the  WSA  map  gives  a representation  of  the  number  of  claims  and  sites 
within  a section  of  land.  It  does  not  necessarily  indicate  that  mining  claims  and  sites  are  located 
wholly  within  WSA  boundaries. 

MINING  OPERATION  — A mining  claim  activity  for  which  a 3809  Mining  Notice  or  Plan  of 
Operation  or  a 3802  Plan  of  Operation  has  been  filed  with  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management. 

Mining  operations  shown  on  the  “Mining  Claim  Density  and  Operations”  WSA  map,  which 
have  no  corresponding  mining  claim  beneath  them,  can  be  attributed  to  one  or  more  reasons. 
First,  the  information  came  from  two  separate  and  distinct  databases  that  may  not  have  been 
completely  reconciled,  one  with  the  other.  Second,  mining  law  states  that  a description  of 
location  need  only  be  sufficient  for  a person  to  find  a claim  on  the  ground.  Sometimes  the 
description  of  location  is  only  the  “best  guess”  of  the  claimant  or  the  operator  as  to  where  the 
claim  is  actually  located  rather  than  a legally  described  location.  Third,  discrepancies  may  be 
due  to  data  entry  errors. 

It  is  not  always  necessary  to  possess  a mining  claim  in  order  to  conduct  a mining  operation. 

For  example,  failure  to  pay  necessary  fees  and  filings  in  a timely  manner  will  result  in  mining 
claim  termination.  However,  the  associated  mining  operation  may  not  terminate  with  the  claim. 

RECOMMENDED  NON-SUITABLE  — All  or  a portion  of  a Wilderness  Study  Area 

that  the  President  has  recommended  to  the  United  States  Congress  as  not  appropriate  and  not 
acceptable  for  preservation  and  designation  as  wilderness  based  on  an  analysis  of  the  existing 
and  potential  uses  of  the  land. 

RECOMMENDED  SUITABLE  - All  or  a portion  of  a Wilderness  Study  Area  that  the 
President  has  recommended  to  the  United  States  Congress  as  appropriate  and  acceptable  for 
preservation  and  designation  as  wilderness  based  on  an  analysis  of  the  existing  and  potential 
uses  of  the  land. 

RIGHT-OF-WAY  --  An  authorization  to  use  or  occupy  public  lands  pursuant  to  the  issuance  of 
a right-of-way  grant.  A right-of-way  grant  authorizes  use  over,  upon,  under  or  through  public 
lands  for  construction,  operation,  maintenance  and  termination  of  a project.  Right-of-way 
grants  may  be  issued  for,  but  are  not  limited  to,  such  uses  as  roads,  trails,  reservoirs,  canals, 
ditches,  pipelines,  transmission  lines,  railroads,  and  communication  sites.  These  more  common 
types  of  right-of-way  grants  are  specifically  identified  on  the  “Rights-of-Way”  WSA  map.  Less 
common  types  of  right-of-way  grants,  for  such  uses  as  weather  stations,  stock  driveways,  etc.. 
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have  noi  been  shown  on  the  WSA  maps. 


ROAD  --  For  purposes  of  the  wilderness  review  program,  a route  that  has  been  improved  and 

maintained  by  mechanical  means  to  ensure  relatively  regular  and  continuous  use.  "Improved 
and  maintained"  means  physical  actions  taken  by  man  to  keep  the  road  open  to  vehicular  traffic. 
"Improved"  does  not  necessarily  mean  formal  construction.  "Maintained"  does  not  necessarily 
mean  annual  maintenance.  "Mechanical  means"  is  the  use  of  hand  or  power  machinery  or  tools. 
"Relatively  regular  and  continuous  use"  means  vehicular  use  which  has  occurred  and  will 
continue  to  occur  on  a relatively  regular  basis. 

SPECIAL  USE  AIRSPACE  --  Consists  of  airspace  wherein  activity  must  be  confined 

because  of  its  nature  and/or  wherein  limitation  may  be  imposed  upon  aircraft  operations.  The 
purpose  of  a special  use  airspace  is  to  identify  for  other  airspace  users  where  military  activity 
occurs,  segregate  that  activity  from  other  users  to  enhance  safety,  and  allow  charting  to  keep 
airspace  users  informed  of  activity  within  the  special  use  airspace. 

THREATENED  AND  ENDANGERED  (T&E)  --  The  words  "threatened"  and 
"endangered"  are  used  in  this  document  to  describe  Federal  listings  authorized  by  the 
Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973  as  amended.  "Threatened"  means  any  species  which  is  likely 
to  become  an  endangered  species  within  the  foreseeable  future  throughout  all  or  a significant 
portion  of  its  range.  "Endangered"  means  any  species  which  is  in  danger  of  extinction 
throughout  all  or  a significant  portion  of  its  range.  Only  Federally  listed  threatened  and 
endangered  species  are  shown  on  the  WSA  maps.  Points  on  the  map  represent  observation 
records  or  museum  collections  only  and  do  not  indicate  extent  of  habitat  or  species  distribution. 

TRAIL  ” A pathway  usually  created  and  maintained  by  human  foot  traffic,  beasts-of-burden, 

livestock,  or  wildlife.  Trails  are  not  shown  on  WSA  maps  but  are  mentioned  in  some  WSA 
narrative  texts. 

WAY  --  A track  or  route  within  a Wilderness  Study  Area  maintained  solely  by  the 

passage  of  vehicles  which  has  not  been  improved  and/or  maintained  by  mechanical  means  to 
ensure  relatively  regular  and  continuous  use.  Ways  were  identified  during  the  intensive 
inventory  phase  of  the  Wilderness  Review  Process.  Although  mentioned  in  some  WSA 
narrative  texts,  ways  are  not  shown  on  WSA  maps. 

WILDERNESS  STUDY  AREA  (WSA)  --  A roadless  area  or  island  that  has  been 

inventoried  and  found  to  possess  wilderness  characteristics  as  described  in  Section  603  of  the 
Federal  Land  Policy  and  Management  Act  and  Section  2(c)  of  the  Wilderness  Act  of  1964. 
Private  and  other  agency  inholdings  within  Wilderness  Study  Area  boundaries  are  officially, 
legally,  and  technically  not  part  of  the  Wilderness  Study  Area.  Some  private  and  other  agency 
inholdings  are  not  shown  with  the  Wilderness  Study  Area  boundary  symbol  around  them. 
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DRY  VALLEY  RIM  WILDERNESS  STUDY  AREA 


1.  THE  STUDY  AREA  - 94.308  acres 

The  Dry  Valley  Rim  WSA  (CA-020-615)  is  Icxiated  in  Washoe  County,  Nevada  (76,177  acres)  and  Lassen 
County,  California  (18,131  acres).  The  WSA  contains  94,308  acres  of  public  land  and  surrounds  338  acres 
of  private  land  located  in  8 parcels  varying  in  size  from  40  to  160  acres. 

The  western  boundary  is  the  Skedaddle  Road.  The  southern  boundary  is  segments  of  the  Wendel-Sand 
Pass  road.  The  eastern  boundary  is  the  Pipe  Springs  and  Dry  Valley  roads  and  a two  mile  segment  of  the 
Smoke  Creek  Road.  The  northern  boundary  is  the  Smoke  Creek  Ranch  Road  and  an  unnamed  dirt  road 
on  the  northeast  side  of  the  WSA  that  connects  to  the  Smoke  Creek  Road. 

2.  RECOMMENDATION  AND  RATIONALE  - 52,395  acres  recommended  for  wilderness 

45,127  acres  recommended  for  wilderness  in  Nevada 
41,913  acres  recommended  for  nonwilderness 

The  recommendation  for  this  WSA  is  to  designate  52,395  acres  as  wilderness  and  to  release  41,913  acres 
uses  other  than  wilderness.  There  are  7,268  acres  within  California  that  are  recommended  for  wilderness 
and  10,863  acres  are  recommended  for  other  uses.  There  are  45,127  acres  within  Nevada  recommended 
for  wilderness  and  31,050  acres  are  recommended  for  other  uses. 

Resource  conflicts  are  with  motorized  use  of  these  areas  for  hunting  access,  potential  utility  corridor 
development,  and  activities  of  the  Sierra  Army  Depot  that  affect  naturalness  within  the  southern  end  of  the 
WSA. 

Recreational  values  of  this  area  are  excellent.  Hunting,  hiking,  wildlife  viewing,  and  opportunities  for 
experiencing  solitude,  and  isolation  all  combine  to  offer  a variety  of  primitive  recreation. 

Management  of  the  area  to  preserve  wilderness  qualities  will  be  possible  in  the  area  recommended  for 
wilderness  because  1)  there  are  no  significant  resource  conflicts  with  wilderness;  2)  the  majority  of 
motorized  access  routes  (35  of  the  47  miles  of  access  ways  in  the  WSA)  that  serve  80%  of  the  hunters 
using  the  WSA  are  specifically  excluded  from  the  recommended  wilderness  to  insure  that  hunter  access 
remains  available;  3)  private  inholdings  are  small,  isolated,  undeveloped  parcels  that  do  not  have  and  are 
not  expected  to  need  developed  access;  4)  no  economically  valuable  mineral  resources  occur  within  the 
area  recommended  for  wilderness. 

Impacts  on  naturalness  due  to  clouds  from  the  demolition  activities  of  Sierra  Army  Depot  are  the  basis  for 
recommending  for  uses  other  than  wilderness  the  southern  four  miles  of  the  WSA. 

3.  WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 

A.  Naturalness:  The  Dry  Valley  Rim  WSA  is  predominantly  natural  with  minor  human  imprints  that  have 
negligible  effect  on  naturalness  in  the  area  as  a whole.  The  area  is  a north-south  trending  fault-block  that 
rises  gradually  from  the  western  side  of  the  WSA  to  the  abrupt  500'  to  1500’  face  of  Dry  Valley  Rim  located 
along  the  eastern  side  of  the  WSA.  Sagebrush  artd  grass  are  the  predominant  vegetation  throughout  the 
WSA. 

Livestock  developments  consist  of  21  small  stock  ponds  1 acre  or  less  in  size,  3 developed  springs  and 
12  miles  of  vehicle  access  ways  leading  to  the  spring  and  ponds.  The  ways  also  are  used  for  hunter 
access.  The  ways  and  water  developments  are  substantially  unnoticeable  due  to  their  location  in  drainages 
where  adjacent  slopes  screen  them  from  view  in  the  surrounding  area. 
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B.  Solitude:  The  large  size,  20  miles  north-south,  and  steep,  eastern  escarpment  of  the  recommended 
wilderness  area  provides  a wide  variety  of  areas  where  isolation  and  solitude  can  be  found.  The  western 
slope  of  the  WSA  is  not  highly  varied  topographically,  but  contains  numerous  small  rims  and  shallow 
canyons  that  provide  many  isolated  areas  that  offer  good  opportunities  for  solitude.  On  the  east  and  north, 
steep  canyons  afford  excellent  areas  for  isolation  and  solitude. 

This  WSA  is  periodically  overflown  by  military  aircraft  which  creates  temporary  effects  on  solitude. 

C.  Primitive  and  UnconfIned  Recreation:  The  unit's  rugged,  eastern  1/3  and  northern  upland  is  of 
particular  interest  to  persons  seeking  exploration  in  rugged  canyon  areas.  Excellent  opportunities  for 
viewing  wildlife  also  occur  on  the  broad  western  slopes  of  the  WSA  where  wintering  deer  and  antelope 
herds  can  be  readily  observed.  Bands  of  resident  wild  horses  and  burros  are  also  common  in  this  area. 

D.  Special  Features:  This  area  does  not  contain  any  special  features. 

4.  MANAGEABILITY 

The  area  recommended  for  wilderness  designation  is  manageable  as  wilderness  because  1)  there  are  no 
significant  resource  conflicts  with  wilderness:  2)  through  boundary  adjustments  made  as  part  of  this 
recommendation  all  major  vehicle  access  routes  have  been  included  in  the  non  wilderness  areas;  3)  private 
inholdings,  four  small,  isolated  40  and  80  acre  tracts,  are  not  expected  to  be  developed  because  of  their 
inaccessible  locations  on  the  steep  escarpment  of  Dry  Valley  Rim;  4)  no  economically  valuable  mineral 
resources  exist  within  the  area  recommended  for  wilderness. 

Boundaries  of  the  recommended  wilderness  follow  contours  or  legal  lines  through  areas  where  steep  slopes 
prevent  vehicle  access.  In  more  open  areas,  boundaries  are  set  back  from  regular  travel  routes  on  access 
ways  so  as  to  improve  manageability  by  allowing  for  access  to  popular  areas  along  and/or  at  the  end  of 
those  ways  while  prohibiting  vehicle  use  beyond  those  destinations. 

Closure  of  two  access  ways  at  the  recommended  wilderness  area  boundaries  will  be  feasible  due  to  terrain 
features  and  periodic  field  patrols  during  fall  hunting  season.  Through  boundary  changes  the  majority  of 
peripheral  motorized  access  ways  (35  miles)  were  deleted  from  the  recommended  wilderness  area. 
Closure  of  the  remaining  four  access  ways  (12  miles)  is  necessary  to  maintain  the  wilderness  qualities  of 
solitude  and  naturalness  in  the  core  of  the  area  recommended  for  wilderness. 

The  areas  recommended  for  nonwilderness  contain  open  terrain  readily  accessible  to  four-wheel  drive 
vehicles.  Effective  closure  of  the  ways  and  prohibition  of  vehicle  use  through  these  open  areas  would 
require  regular  enforcement  of  the  nonmotorized  provisions  of  wilderness  designation. 

5.  ENERGY  AND  MINERAL  RESOURCE  VALUES 

BLM  data  in  the  Affected  Environment  section  of  the  Eagle  Lake-Cedarville  EIS  (1987),  indicated  the  WSA 
has  unknown  potential  for  oil  and  gas,  and  has  approximately  17,400  acres  classified  as  prospectively 
valuable  for  geothermal.  At  the  time  of  the  EIS  there  were  5 placer  claims  and  1 lode  claim  located  within 
the  WSA,  although  no  development  or  past  history  of  mining  was  known. 

A mineral  survey  of  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA  was  conducted  by  the  U.S.  Geological  Survey  (USGS), 
and  the  U.S.  Bureau  of  Mines  (BOM)  during  1985.  In  this  survey  no  metallic  mineral  resources  were 
identified  but  two  areas  were  identified  as  having  moderate  potential  for  zeolite. 

There  are  no  claims  remaining  in  the  area  recommended  for  wilderness.  Those  within  the  areas  not 
recommended  for  wilderness  are  believed  to  have  been  located  for  bentonitic  clays.  The  Oil-Dri 
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Corporation  currently  holds  claims  on  598  acres  of  public  land  on  lands  not  recommended  for  wilderness. 
Oil-Dri  Corporation  is  applying  for  patent  on  these  lands. 

6.  SUMMARY  OF  WSA-SPECIFIC  PUBLIC  COMMENTS 

In  the  Eagle  Lake-Cedarville  Wilderness  EIS  the  Susanville  District  Advisory  Council  identified  the  following 
interests  and  resources  to  be  represented  on  an  eight-member  Technical  Review  Team  (TRT):  livestock- 
adjacent  land  owners;  wildlife-agencies-sportsmen;  wilderness-environmental-dispersed  recreation; 
minerals-energy-utilities;  wild  horses;  motorized  recreation;  cultural-historical-archaeological;  BLM.  The 
team's  recommendation  of  56%  suitable  and  44%  nonsuitable  was  supported  by  the  Susanville  District 
Advisory  Council  and  by  BLM  and  is  the  recommended  action  for  this  WSA. 

Issues  analyzed  by  the  TRT  and  in  the  EIS  were:  a wilderness  complex  where  five  adjacent  WSA's 
separated  only  by  boundary  roads  including  Dry  Valley  Rim  WSA  would  be  managed  as  a wilderness 
complex  inclusive  of  the  road  the  quality  of  the  wilderness  resource  and  how  much  was  appropriate  to  be 
preserved  and  managed  as  wilderness;  concern  that  wilderness  would  prevent  potential  mineral 
development,  livestock  management  activities;  motorized  recreation  access  for  hunting;  concern  that 
wilderness  would  limit  management  of  wildlife  (installation  of  water  catchments/guzzlers)  as  well  as  wild 
horses  and  burro  populations;  and  concern  that  wilderness  would  preclude  development  of  potential  high- 
voltage  electric  transmission  lines  through  the  region. 

342  comments  were  received  that  addressed  this  WSA  specifically  or  as  part  of  general  comments  on  all 
WSA's  in  the  draft  EIS.  Of  those  342  comments,  12  were  oral  statements  received  at  the  three  public 
hearings  held  on  the  draft  EIS  and  330  were  written  comments.  37  respondents  supported  all  wilderness, 
8 supported  no  wilderness  and  292  supported  partial  wilderness  recommended  by  BLM.  Five  respondents 
supported  more  wilderness  than  was  addressed  in  the  draft  EIS. 

Those  favoring  wilderness  cited  the  WSA's  natural  character,  large  size  (94,308  acres),  opportunities  for 
primitive  recreation  (mainly  hiking  and  wildlife  observation)  and  opportunities  for  solitude.  Inclusion  of  the 
area  in  the  National  Wilderness  Preservation  System  as  representative  of  volcanic  land  forms  in  the  desert 
shrub  ecosystem  was  also  cited.  The  WSA's  unique  fault-block  landform  and  expansive  vistas  across  the 
Smoke  Creek  Desert  were  also  mentioned  by  wilderness  advocates. 

Those  opposed  to  wilderness  cited  concern  that  despite  livestock's  grandfathered  provisions  in  the 
Wilderness  Act,  livestock  management  activities,  particularly  motorized  access  for  water  facility  inspection 
and  maintenance  and  sheep  camp  movement,  would  be  restricted.  Restrictions  or  prohibition  on 
development  of  new  water  facilities,  springs  and  stock  ponds,  was  also  cited  as  reasons  for  opposition  to 
wilderness.  Others  opposed  to  wilderness  cited  the  elimination  of  possible  mineral  development  in 
designated  wilderness  as  a general  reason  without  reference  to  specific  mineral  values  within  the  WSA. 
Lassen  Motorcycle  Club  opposed  wilderness  designation  and  pointed  out  that  the  club  members  enjoy  trail 
riding  through  the  area  recommended  for  wilderness.  Sierra  Army  Depot  and  Lassen  County  were 
opposed  as  they  felt  that  wilderness  designation  would  lead  to  eventual  pressure  by  environmental  groups 
to  restrict  the  activities  of  the  nearby  Sierra  Army  Depot  Demolition  Area. 

All  of  the  following  local  and  state  agencies  supported  the  draft  EIS  partial  wilderness  alternative;  Nevada 
County  (California)  Supervisor  Joel  Gustafson;  The  State  of  Nevada  through  the  Nevada  Clearinghouse; 
The  Nevada  Division  of  State  Parks;  and  the  California  Department  of  Fish  and  Game. 

Lassen  County  Board  of  Supervisors  and  the  Department  of  the  Army  supported  the  non-wilderness 
alternative.  The  Nevada  Department  of  Minerials  said  if  the  claims  in  T.30N.,  R.19E.,  Sections  7 and  8 at 
the  end  of  a cherrystemmed  road  were  excluded  from  wilderness  (which  they  are),  they  had  no  objection 
to  the  remainder  of  the  area  being  recommended  for  wilderness. 
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BUFFALO  HILLS  WILDERNESS  STUDY  AREA 


1.  THE  STUDY  AREA  - 46.143  acres 

The  Buffalo  Hills  WSA  (CA-020-619)  is  located  primarily  in  Washoe,  County,  Nevada  (45,287  acres),  w/ilh 
a small  portion,  in  Lassen  County,  California  (856  acres).  The  WSA  contains  46,143  acres  of  public  land 
and  1,293  acres  of  private  land  located  in  10  parcels  ranging  in  size  from  40  to  800  acres. 

Beginning  on  the  southeast  side  of  the  WSA  and  progressing  counter-clockwise,  the  boundaries  consist 
of:  The  west  side  of  Buffalo  Creek  Ranch  private  property,  the  north  fork  of  Buffalo  Creek  Road  to 
approximately  the  center  of  Section  25,  T.35N.,  R.19E.,  and  then  west  and  north  along  a prominent  rim  in 
Sections  25  and  26,  then  roughly  north  to  the  Buckhorn  road,  an  all-weather  gravel  road;  on  the  north,  the 
boundary  follows  the  Buckhorn  Road  westward  to  a prominent  rim  east  of  Burnt  Lake,  where  it  then 
extends  southward  to  the  Cal  Neva/Tuledad  fence,  then  extends  westward  along  a dirt  road  and  the  bladed 
fenceline  road  to  a point  near  Sidehill  Spring.  From  this  point  the  boundary  follows  legal  lines  and  an 
access  way  to  the  west  boundary  to  avoid  an  unnatural  area  to  the  north  that  is  laced  with  numerous  roads 
and  ways.  The  western  boundary  follows  a rough  dirt  road,  the  Pilgrim  Lake  to  Painter  Flat  Road,  to  its 
intersection  with  private  land  on  the  southern  boundary.  The  south  boundary  extends  around  private  land 
and  then  follows  a rough  dirt  road  from  Painter  Flat  to  Buffalo  Meadows  Ranch. 

2.  RECOMMENDATION  AND  RATIONALE  - 0 acres  recommended  for  wilderness 

46,143  acres  recommended  for  nonwilderness 

The  recommendation  for  this  WSA  is  to  release  all  46,143  acres  for  uses  other  than  wilderness.  There  are 
856  acres  within  California  and  the  45,287  acres  in  Nevada  that  are  recommended  for  uses  other  than 
wilderness. 

The  main  reason  the  Buffalo  Hills  WSA  is  recommended  for  use  other  than  wilderness  is  because  its 
wilderness  qualities,  while  present,  do  not  distinguish  the  WSA  from  much  of  the  surrounding  area.  By 
not  designating  this  WSA  as  wilderness,  it  would  remain  open  and  available  for  antelope,  chukar,  and  deer 
hunting,  dependent,  to  a large  extent,  upon  motorized  access  to  hunting  areas  within  the  WSA.  The  Buffab 
Hills  WSA  is  a popular  hunting  area  in  Washoe  County,  Nevada,  providing  an  estimated  3,500  hunter  days 
annually  from  August  through  December.  There  are  approximately  26  miles  of  routes  of  travel  including 
primitive  ways,  washes  and  other  unmaintained  routes  of  access  which  will  be  available  for  vehicle  use. 
Wilderness  designation  of  much  of  the  WSA  would  eliminate  the  vehicle  accessibility  and  would  preclude 
much  of  this  popular  public  use  of  the  WSA. 

Manageability  was  a secondary  factor  in  the  nonwilderness  recommendation.  Management  of  the  WSA 
as  wilderness  would  be  complicated  by  three  large  blocks  of  private  land  located  throughout  the  central 
portion  of  this  broad  open  WSA.  These  lands  have  potential  for  recreational  development  associated  with 
hunting  (camps,  cabins,  road  access).  In  addition,  Hole-in-the-Ground  and  the  Norton  Place  have  been 
farmed  in  past  years  and  could  be  the  site  of  future  farming  operations. 

3.  WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 

A.  Naturalness:  The  Buffalo  Hills  WSA  is  predominantly  natural  with  human  imprints  unrtoticeable  in  the 
area  as  a whole.  Dominant  vegetation  is  sagebrush  with  associated  shrubs  and  grasses  and  scattered 
juniper. 

Manmade  features  within  the  WSA  are  livestock  management  facilities  (10  stock  ponds  of  1 acre  or  less, 
5 developed  springs  and  9 miles  of  fence)  and  motor  vehicle  access  ways  (26  miles).  All  of  the  livestock 
facilities  are  low  profile  and  are  not  readily  noticeable  beyond  1/3  mile  of  each  facility.  The  26  miles  of 
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access  ways  are  located  in  canyons  as  well  as  open  country.  While  cross  country  travel  during  hunting 
season  does  occur  oft  some  of  the  ways,  the  very  rocky  surface  of  the  WSA  limits  extensive  development 
of  new  ways.  Overall  effect  on  naturalness  is  slight. 

B.  Solitude:  The  WSA  offers  good  opportunities  for  solitude  throughout  the  majority  of  the  year.  In  spite 
of  the  WSA's  relatively  flat  terrain,  its  large  size,  small  rims,  and  shallow  canyons  provide  many  isolated 
areas  that  offer  opportunities  for  solitude.  Juniper  scattered  throughout  the  northern  half  of  the  WSA  also 
add  screening  to  help  isolate  visitors. 

From  mid-August  through  the  end  of  December  solitude  within  the  WSA  is  disrupted  by  hunters  and  their 
vehicles.  The  Buffalo  Hills  WSA  is  a popular  antelope,  deer,  and  game  bird  hunting  area  in  Washoe 
County,  Hunters  drive  virtually  all  of  the  access  ways  within  the  WSA  and  in  some  areas  drive  cross 

country  in  search  of  good  hunting  areas. 

The  WSA  is  periodically  overflown  by  military  aircraft  which  create  temporary  effects  on  solitude. 

C.  Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation:  Opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  types  of  recreation 
exist  throughout  the  WSA.  The  WSA  is  comprised  of  broad,  open  slopes  and  low  hills  of  little  interest  for 
backpacking  or  challenging  exploration. 

Features  of  topographic  interest  are  limited  to  Hole-in-the-Ground,  a shallow  200'  deep  one-mile-wide 
caldera,  and  the  canyons  of  the  west,  middle  and  north  forks  of  Buffalo  Creek.  Hole-in-the-Ground, 
although  appearing  intriguing  by  its  name  is  not  a distinctive  feature  when  actually  visited  on-site.  The 
canyons  of  Buffalo  Creek  afford  opportunities  for  exploration.  Activities  that  occur  with  very  low  frequency 
are  hiking,  wildlife  observation,  nature  study  and  geological  sightseeing. 

D.  Special  Features:  The  WSA  does  not  contain  any  special  features. 

4.  MANAGEABILITY 

The  WSA  is  manageable  as  wilderness,  however,  management  of  the  area  to  preserve  wilderness  values 
on  public  land  may  be  adversely  affected  by  development  of  private  lands  located  within  the  WSA.  Private 
inholdings  comprise  half  of  Hole-in-the-Ground  caldera  and  together  with  adjacent  holdings  total  760  acres. 
The  Norton  Place,  320  acres  of  private  land,  technically  outside  the  WSA  because  it  is  at  the  end  of  a 
cherrystemmed  road,  is  situated  in  open  country  at  the  head  of  the  middle  fork  of  Buffalo  Creek  and  is 
surrounded  by  public  lands.  Private  land  (200  acres),  in  the  center  of  Antelope  Basin  dominates  this  area 
popular  for  hunting  use.  These  lands  have  potential  for  recreational  use  as  hunter  camps,  hunting  cabin 
development  and  hay  production. 

Management  to  maintain  the  non-motorized  characteristics  of  wilderness  would  be  difficult.  Open  terrain 
along  the  north,  west  and  south  boundaries  precludes  physical  control  of  vehicle  entry.  The  only  regular 
public  use  of  this  area  in  the  past  has  been  by  hunters  who  rely  on  four-wheel  drive  vehicles  to  access 
popular  hunting  areas.  Nine  miles  of  cherrystemmed  roads  and  26  miles  of  ways  within  the  WSA  would 
require  closure  and  field  presence  to  enforce  the  closure. 

Management  and  coordination  of  military  overflights  will  be  a consideration. 

5.  ENERGY  AND  MINERAL  RESOURCE  VALUES 

The  geology  and  mineralization  of  the  Buffalo  Hills  is  described  in  the  Unit  Resource  Analysis  (URA)  based 
on  data  in  the  Mineral  Resource  Inventory  (MRI)  files  of  the  BLM  Cal-Neva  Planning  Unit.  The  potential 
for  oil  and  gas  is  unknown.  The  WSA  is  not  considered  valuable  for  geothermal  or  sodium. 
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The  WSA  has  no  history  or  visible  evidence  of  activities  with  respect  to  locatable  minerals.  There  are  no 
known  mining  claims  in  the  WSA.  There  has  been  no  known  development  of  saleable  minerals  in  the 
WSA.  There  are  no  oil  or  gas  leases  held  within  the  WSA. 

In  1982,  Barringer  Resource  Inc.  conducted  a geochemical  and  geostatistic  evaluation  of  WSA's  within  the 
BLM  Winnemucca  District  included  analysis  of  the  Buffalo  Hills  WSA.  The  Barringer  Report  indicates  a low 
favorability  tor  accumulation  of  mineral  resources  in  the  Buffalo  Hills  WSA. 

No  U.S.  Geological  Survey  or  U.S.  Bureau  of  Mines  mineral  surveys  were  conducted  in  this  WSA. 

6.  SUMMARY  OF  WSA-SPECIFIC  PUBLIC  COMMENTS 

The  Eagle  Lake-Cedarville  Wilderness  EIS  that  included  the  Buffalo  Hills  WSA,  the  Susanville  District 
Advisory  Council  identified  the  following  interested  groups  and  resources  to  be  represented  on  an  eight- 
member  Technical  Review  Team  (TRT):  livestock-adjacent  land  owners;  wildlife-agencies-sportsmen; 
wilderness-environmental-dispersed  recreation;  minerals-energy-utilities;  wild  horses;  motorized  recreation, 
cultural-historical-archaeological;  BLM.  The  team's  recommendation  of  nonsuitable  was  supported  by  the 
Susanville  District  Advisory  Council  and  by  BLM  and  is  the  recommended  action  for  this  WSA. 

Issues  analyzed  by  the  TRT  and  in  the  EIS  were;  a wilderness  complex  where  five  adjacent  WSA's 
separated  only  by  boundary  roads  including  Buffalo  Hills  WSA  would  be  managed  as  a wilderness  complex 
inclusive  of  the  road;  the  quality  of  the  wilderness  resource  and  how  much  was  appropriate  to  be 
preserved  and  managed  as  wilderness;  concern  that  wilderness  would  prevent  mineral  development, 
livestock  management  activities  and  motorized  recreation  access  for  hunting;  and  concern  that  wilderness 
would  limit  management  of  wild  horses  and  burro  populations. 

306  comments  were  received  that  addressed  this  WSA  specifically  or  as  part  of  general  comments  on  all 
WSA's  in  the  draft  EIS.  Of  the  306  comments  received,  11  were  oral  comments  received  at  public  hearings 
held  in  Cedarville  and  Susanville,  California  and  in  Reno,  Nevada.  The  remaining  295  comments  received 
were  written.  32  respondents  supported  all  wilderness,  263  supported  no  wilderness  recommended  by 
BLM  and  one  supported  partial-wilderness.  Ten  respondents  supported  more  wilderness  than  was 
addressed  in  the  draft  EIS. 

Those  favoring  wilderness  cited  the  area's  natural  character,  opportunities  for  primitive  recreation, 
opportunities  for  solitude  and  geological  value  of  Hole-in-the-Ground  within  the  WSA.  Inclusion  of  the  area 
in  the  national  wilderness  preservation  system  as  a representative  of  volcanic  land  forms  in  the  desert 
shrub  ecosystem  was  also  cited. 

Those  opposed  to  wilderness  cited  concern  that  despite  livestock's  grandfathered  uses  in  the  wilderness 
act,  livestock  management  activities,  particularly  motorized  access  for  water  facility  inspection, 
maintenance  and  sheep  camp  movement  would  be  restricted.  Restrictions  on  or  prohibition  of  development 
of  new  springs  and  reservoirs,  was  also  cited  as  reasons  for  opposition  to  wilderness.  Others  opposed  to 
wilderness  cited  the  elimination  of  mineral  development  in  designated  wilderness  as  a reason  without 
reference  to  specific  mineral  values  within  the  WSA. 

The  following  local  and  state  agencies  supported  the  BLM  no-wilderness  alternative:  Lassen  County, 
(California)  Board  of  Supervisors;  Nevada  County,  (California)  Supervisor  Joel  Gustafson;  The  State  of 
Nevada  through  the  Nevada  Clearinghouse;  The  Nevada  Division  of  State  Parks;  The  Nevada  Department 
of  Minerals;  The  California  Department  of  Fish  and  Game. 
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TWIN  PEAKS  WILDERNESS  STUDY  AREA 


1.  THE  STUDY  AREA  - 90  7Q1  acres 

The  Twin  Peaks  WSA  (CA-020-61 9A)  is  located  in  Lassen  County,  California  (7,079  acres)  and  in  Washoe 
County,  Nevada  (83,712  acres).  The  WSA  contains  90,791  acres  of  public  land  and  sun-ounds  1,257 
acres  of  private  land  located  in  12  parcels  varying  in  size  from  40  to  320  acres. 

The  western  boundary  is  the  Smoke  Creek  Ranch,  private  land,  and  the  Smoke  Creek  Reservoir  Road. 
The  southern  boundary  is  formed  by  portions  of  the  Burro  Mountain  road  and  an  underground 
communication  cable  right-of-way.  The  eastern  boundary  follows  the  Sand  Pass-Gerlach  road,  an 
unnamed  north-south  road  and  the  Buffalo  Meadows  road.  The  northern  boundary  follows  the  Parsnip 
Creek  road,  the  Mixie  Flat  road  and  the  Horne  Springs-Painter  Flat  road. 


2.  RECOMMENDATION  AND  RATIONALE  - 54,916  acres  recommended  for  wilderness 

47,837  acres  recommended  for  wilderness  in  Nevada 
35,875  acres  recommended  for  nonwilderness 

The  recommendation  for  this  WSA  is  to  designate  54,916  acres  as  wilderness  and  release  35,875  acres 
for  uses  other  than  wilderness.  Within  California  7,079  acres  are  recommerxied  for  wilderness  and  18,598 
acres  are  recommended  for  other  uses.  Within  Nevada  47,837  acres  are  recommended  for  wilderness  and 
17,277  acres  are  recommended  for  other  uses. 

The  area  recommended  for  wilderness  provides  excellent  opportunities  for  solitude  and  primitive  recreation. 
The  sinuous  canyons  and  riparian  zones  along  these  two  perennial  streams  add  special  scenic,  ecological, 
and  wildlife  interest  to  the  area.  Year-round  water  supplies  provide  habitat  and  watering  areas  for  desert 
and  aquatic  species.  Opportunities  for  viewing  wildlife  are  good.  Deer,  antelope,  chukar,  golden,  eagles, 
wildhorses  and  burros  are  prevalent. 

The  not  recommended  for  wilderness  areas  are  separated  from  the  recommended  wilderness  primarily 
because  of  it’s  flat  low  rolling  hills  that  are  more  drab  and  monotonous  than  the  central  mountainous  core 
of  the  unit.  Most  of  existing  ways  and  small  man-made  features  are  in  these  areas  cause  them  to  be  less 
natural  than  the  pristine  core  area.  A secondary  reason  for  dropping  these  areas  are  that  these  areas  are 
regionally  important  for  upland  game  hunters  who  rely  on  motorized  access  to  get  to  the  hunting  areas. 

3.  WILDERNESS  CHARACTERISTICS 

A.  Naturalness:  The  Twin  Peaks  WSA  is  predominantly  natural,  with  human  imprints  unnoticeable  in  the 
area  as  a whole.  The  WSA  contains  steep  canyons,  numerous  peaks  and  ridges,  many  small  springs  and 
two  perennial  streams.  Plant  life  is  a mixture  of  big  and  low  sage,  grasses  and  sparsely-scattered  junipers. 
Elevations  range  from  3,9CX)’  on  the  eastern  side  of  the  WSA  along  the  edge  of  the  Smoke  Creek  Desert 
to  6,572'  atop  Twin  Peaks  located  in  the  south  central  portion  of  the  WSA. 

The  overall  influence  of  human  imprints  on  the  naturalness  of  the  area  is  negligible.  Human  imprints  are 
small  in  scale  mainly  related  to  livestock  grazing  such  as,  9 miles  of  fence,  2 stock  ponds,  8 developed 
springs,  one  pipeline,  one  exclosure,  and  one  well  with  windmill,  38  miles  of  access  ways  leading  to  various 
springs  and  ponds. 

One  1 /2-mile  long  abandoned  dirt  airstrip  located  on  the  south  western  edge  of  the  WSA  was  rot  identified 
during  the  initial  inventory.  It  is  low  profile  and  is  no  longer  used. 
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B.  Solitude:  The  Twin  Peaks  WSA  contains  outstanding  opportunities  for  solitude.  The  WSA's  large  size 
and  the  numerous  canyons,  rims,  ridges  and  peaks  provide  excellent  opportunities  to  experience  solitude. 
Livestock  operator  travel  within  the  WSA  is  seasonal  and  infrequent.  Hunting  is  the  only  regular  public  use 
that  effects  solitude  within  the  WSA  and  it  occurs  from  October  through  December. 

This  WSA  is  periodically  overflown  by  military  aircraft  which  creates  temporary  effects  on  solitude. 

C.  Primitive  and  Unconfined  Recreation:  Excellent  opportunities  for  primitive  and  unconfined  types  of 
recreation  occur  throughout  most  of  the  WSA.  Hunting,  hiking,  horseback  riding,  sightseeing,  wildlife 
observation,  and  nature  study  are  the  major  activities  best  suited  to  the  recommended  wilderness  area. 

D.  Special  Features:  The  Smoke  Creek  Archaeological  District  is  located  along  the  southwestern  side 
of  the  WSA  on  both  sides  of  Smoke  Creek.  It  has  been  declared  eligible  for  National  Register  status  by 
the  California  State  Historic  Preservation  Officer.  The  district  extends  1/2  to  1 mile  wide  along  Smoke 
Creek  as  well  as  1 to  2 miles  up  major  tributaries  of  Smoke  Creek.  Archaeotogical  resources  in  the  district 
include  high  quality  petroglyph  panels,  habitation  caves  and  hunting  blinds.  All  of  the  district  lies  within  the 
WSA  and  50%  of  the  district  is  included  within  the  area  recommended  for  wilderness  designation. 

4.  MANAGEABILITY 

The  area  recommended  for  wilderness  could  be  managed  to  preserve  wilderness  values.  No  current  or 
expected  activities  in  the  area  would  impair  wilderness  values.  The  recommended  area  is  entirely  BLM 
land  with  no  private  inholdings.  Boundaries  are  manageable  and  follow  ridgecrests,  legal  lines,  private 
property  lines,  or  boundary  roads  located  in  canyons  where  off  road  use  is  limited  by  steep  or  rocky  terrain. 

Closure  of  four  access  ways  at  the  recommended  area  boundaries  will  be  feasible  due  to  terrain  features. 
Closure  of  the  remaining  four  access  ways  (8  miles)  is  necessary  to  maintain  the  wilderness  qualities  of 
solitude  and  naturalness  in  the  core  of  the  suitable  area.  In  one  area  on  the  southeast  side  of  the 
recommended  area  where  slopes  are  broad  and  open,  enforcement  may  be  needed  to  insure  compliance 
with  motorized  use  closures. 

The  area  not  recommended  for  wilderness  contains  broad  open  terrain  readily  accessible  to  four-wheel- 
drive  vehicles.  Effective  closure  of  these  ways  and  prohibition  of  vehicle  use  through  these  open  areas 
would  require  frequent  patrol  from  August  through  December.  Due  to  the  open  nature  of  the  terrain  and 
the  low  growing  sagebrush  vegetation,  any  barriers  could  easily  be  driven  around  by  determined  drivers 
and  make  manageability  difficult. 

Management  and  coordination  of  military  overflights  will  be  a consideration. 

5.  ENERGY  AND  MINERAL  RESOURCE  VALUES 

BLM  data  and  information  from  the  Barringer  Report  (1982)  in  the  Affected  Environment  section  of  the 
Eagle  Lake-Cedarville  Wilderness  EIS  (1987),  indicated  that  the  WSA  has  a low  favorability  for  the 
accumulation  of  mineral  resources.  The  probability  for  gas  and  oil  resources  is  low  and  the  WSA  was  not 
considered  prospectively  valuable  for  geothermal. 

Interest  in  mineral  exploration  indicated  by  a BLM  minerals  record  search  on  January  13,  1988  showed  that 
no  mining  claims  or  mineral  leases  existed  within  the  Twin  Peaks  WSA. 

A mineral  survey  of  the  suitable  portion  of  the  WSA  was  conducted  by  the  U.S.  Geological  Survey  (USGS), 
and  the  U.S.  Bureau  of  Mines  (BOM)  during  1985.  Their  final  report  was  published  in  USGS  Bulletin  1706- 
A (1988).  The  BOM  conducted  an  extensive  literature  search  for  records  of  past  or  present  mining  activity. 
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There  was  no  evidence  that  mining  activity  occurred  in  the  WSA. 

The  BOM  sampling  confirmed  the  geochemical  anomalies  of  the  Barringer  Report  (1982)  for  lead,  zinc, 
silver  and  copper  near  Mixie  Flat  within  the  WSA.  New  data  showed  the  presence  of  gold,  nickel, 
tungsten,  mercury,  and  chromium  (Miller,  1987).  Although  the  concentration  of  the  samples  indicated  the 
Mixie  Flat  area  only  has  moderate  potential  for  gold,  and  low  potential  for  copper,  and  zinc.  The  entire 
WSA  has  low  resource  potential  for  copper,  tungsten,  and  zinc  based  on  geochemical  sampling.  Sampling 
also  identified  lake  sediments  in  the  southeast  and  southwest  corners  of  the  WSA  that  have  high  potential 
for  pozzolan,  a porous  variety  of  volcanic  tuff  or  ash  used  in  making  hydraulic  cement. 

6.  SUMMARY  OF  WSA-SPECIFIC  PUBLIC  COMMENTS 

In  the  Eagle  Lake-Cedarville  Wilderness  EIS  that  included  the  Twin  Peaks  WSA,  the  Susanville  District 
Advisory  Council  identified  the  following  interests  and  resources  to  be  represented  on  an  eight  member 
Technical  Review  Team  (TRT):  livestock-adjacent  land  owners;  wildlife-agencies-sportsmen-wilderness- 
environmental-dispersed  recreation;  minerals-energy-utilities,  wild  horses;  motorized  recreation;  cultural- 
historical-archeological;  BLM.  The  TRT  members  agreed  that  a partial-wilderness  recommendation  was 
appropriate  for  the  Twin  Peaks  WSA.  The  partial-wilderness  recommendation  was  supported  by  the 
Susanville  District  Advisory  Council  and  by  BLM  and  is  the  recommended  action  for  this  WSA. 

Key  issues  analyzed  by  the  TRT  and  in  the  EIS  were;  a wilderness  complex  where  five  adjacent  WSA’s 
separated  only  by  boundary  roads  including  Twin  Peaks  WSA  would  be  managed  as  a wilderness  complex 
inclusive  of  the  road;  the  quality  of  the  wilderness  resources  and  how  much  was  appropriate  to  be 
preserved  and  managed  as  wilderness;  concern  that  wilderness  would  prevent  mineral  development, 
livestock  management  activities;  motorized  recreation  access;  concern  that  wilderness  would  limit 
management  of  wild  horses  and  burro  populations;  concern  that  wilderness  would  preclude  development 
of  high  voltage  electric  transmission  lines  through  the  region. 

339  comments  were  received  that  addressed  this  WSA  specifically  or  as  part  of  general  comments  on  all 
WSA’s  in  the  draft  EIS.  Of  those  339  comments,  12  were  oral  statements  received  at  the  three  public 
hearings  held  on  the  draft  EIS  and  327  were  written  comments.  36  respondents  supported  all  wilderness, 
7 supported  no  wilderness  and  291  supported  partial  wilderness  recommended  by  BLM.  Rve  respondents 
supported  more  wilderness  than  was  addressed  in  the  draft  EIS. 

Those  favoring  wilderness  cited  the  area’s  natural  character,  large  size,  opportunities  for  primitive 
recreation  and  opportunities  for  solitude.  Inclusion  of  the  area  in  the  National  Wilderness  Preservation 
System  as  a representative  of  volcanic  land  forms  in  the  desert  shrub  ecosystem  was  also  cited. 

Those  opposed  to  wilderness  cited  concern  that  despite  livestock’s  grandfathered  provisions  in  the 
wilderness  act  livestock  management  activities,  particularly  motorized  access  for  water  facility  inspection 
and  maintenance  and  sheep  camp  movement,  would  be  restricted.  Restrictions  or  prohibition  on 
development  of  new  springs  and  stock  ponds,  was  cited  as  reasons  for  opposition  to  wilderness.  Others 
opposed  to  wilderness  cited  the  elimination  of  mineral  development  in  designated  wilderness. 

The  following  local  and  state  agencies  supported  the  draft  EIS  partial  wilderness  alternative;  Nevada 
County  (California)  Supervisor  Joel  Gustafson;  The  State  of  Nevada  through  the  Nevada  Clearinghouse; 
The  Nevada  Division  of  State  Parks;  The  California  Department  of  Fish  and  Game.  Lassen  County  Board 
of  Supervisors  supported  the  No  Wilderness  alternative. 
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Twin  Peaks  Wilderness  Study  Area 
DEVELOPMENTS  AND  DISTURBANCES 


□□  BLM 
□ Private  Land 
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1 Reservoir 

- - Wilderness  Study  Area  Boundary 
^ Recommended  Non-Suitable 
Recommended  Suitable 
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Twin  Peaks  Wilderness  Study  Area 
RIGHTS-OF-WAY 
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Road 

Telephone  Line 


- - Wilderness  Study  Area  Boundary 
I I bLM  ^ Recommended  Non-Suitable 

I I Private  Land  IIIH  Recommended  Suitable 
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Twin  Peaks  Wilderness  Study  Area 
ALLOTMENT  AND  HMA  BOUNDARIES,  T&E  OCCURRENCES 


Federally  Listed  i i ? ^ orvLake 

Threatened  ^ 


and 

Endangered 

Species 

9 Observation  Site 

NONE  ON  THIS  MAP 
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R~1  Buffalo  Hills  HMA 
[12  Twin  Peaks  HMA 


Allotment 
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Twin  Peaks  Wilderness  Study  Area 
MINING  CLAIM  DENSITY  AND  OPERATIONS 
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NO  MINING  CLAIMS  OR  OPERATIONS  ON  THIS  MAP 


- - Wilderness  Study  Area  Boundary 
I I bLM  ^ Recommended  Non-Suitable 

I I Private  Land  IHH  Recommended  Suitable 
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Twin  Peaks  Wilderness  Study  Area 

MINERAL  POTENTIAL 
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CONTOUR  INTERVAL  200  METERS  ( 656  FEET ) 
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Mineral  Potential 

Q High  - Pozzolan 
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